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ABSTRACT 

In accordance with the goals of the Rehabilit atioji 
Counselor Education (BCE) accreditation movement, the Council On 
Rehabilitation Education (CORE) contracted the research aspects of 
the accreditation project to the University of Wisconsin^Regional 
Rehabilitation Research Institute to 'develop a series of data 
gathering instruments to assess, objectively, the BCE programs that 
seek accreditation. These instruments included graduate and student 
questionnaires that were developed to evaluate important input, 
process and outcome variables. This paper is concerned with the 
results of these two respondent groups. Results indicate that 
students 'and graduates appear most satisfied with the clinical 
practicum experience and least satisfi-ed with the inability of the 
curriculum to allow for specialization within the profession 
(administration, etc.). Opinions of graduates and current students 
were very similar, and the study clearly indicates that what students 
perceive as strengths and weaknesses in their training programs does 
not change once they leave school. (Author/HMV) 
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Counseling Students and Graduates 

— J 

by James F. Scorzelli 
jj In accord£inoe vrith the goals \3ff the ^Rehabilitation (Jounselor Education 

(RGE) accr3dita,tion moveruent, the Council On Rehabilitation- Education (CORE) 
contracted the research aspects of the accreditation project to the 
University of l/i oConsin^-Eegional Rehabilitation Hesesiroh Institute to 
develop a sorieG of data £s^:ithering instruments to assess objectively 'bho 
ROE prosxamc that axjply fc-r accr . 'litatioii. Tv;o of thoce iuotriiments v:ere 
.;;;.rfidu:ite and student questionr'aireG that uoro. developed to. evaluate inportanb 
input, process and outcome variables. This p-apor is .concerned with the 
responses" of these two respondent {],xoups» 

A previoiiFj Univorsii;y of v'/isconsin-Rlu study tlj^at surveyed the porcerptions 

of 899 RCg grcaduatos fcr the academic years 1969^ 1970 1971 indicated 

that the p;rcxdi:icites* sis a vrholej tiad certain ch^'ractcristics in comriiont Ox 

those graduates surveyed? Qj^h were cin'oloyed full-tine ^.rhen tliey responde.d 

to the qiiGstionnaire., and of those employed full--tiinc, 8o/i v/ere holdiui^^ jobs 

in rehabilitation related vrorko Although not a majority, the most frequently 

reported rehabilitation employ /n.ent setting vras the state vocational rehabilitation 

agency (^M.6,o), In ciddition,. most of the graduates were j^yJes, under 35 yecars 

^ of age> ar.d white. They had been full'-time students when attending their 
O 

RGE prograins, and listed Rei'/ibilitation Services Administration stipends as 
c their priri£i.ry means of support. Other charnctoristics in coiMon vrero that 
r^- 52/^ of the respondents hcul ni-vjored either in p*^>ycholO;;:y or the social scip.nces 
as imdergraduateSf and ^j-^./rsaid'' that a separate de];.nrtjnent' in rehabilitation 
counsellnrj would b;^ the best organieaticirLl arxcUtj^erAonb for rob^ibilitalion odu{>at-ion. 
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The remainder of this p-iper will consist of a discussion of the 
■perceptions of approximtely 1^00 HCE students and gradu£ttes sia-veyed 
during the final pre-^test of the instruiaents in 1973 • 

PerceptionG of Students and Graduates 

A cursory inspection of the means across ite)TiS for the l4 dixfc-rent 
subscales (refer to Table l) indicated a lack of any apparent differences 
in the responses of the gradu^ites and current stuents. The decree of 
association betvreeu these ratings was also high, viith a gaimm cof^f f icie.nt 
of .722 (p<.Ol). Further considoration of the responses to individuztJ. 
items vrithin subscalcs clIso supports this conclusion since a majority 
of the iteins had less thcin a .5 variability betvrecn their ratings • In 
- ge-ioral^, they were rated at least adequate. The only exception to this 
general trend vras the finding of a significant difference in the responses 

of the gr£iduates and students on the adequacy of financi.al assiiito.nce^ 

■4? 

whereas students rated the item much lower than did the fjrjadu^Ltes. This 
would be expected in view of the current federal priorities » 

In order to get further infornation aibout the perce^Ttions of these 
respondents about their RCE programs, the items ranked the highest and 
lowest were considered (refer to Tables 2 a: 3). As indicated^, t!)e two 
lowest coTiiponents rated by both £(;roups were *'Group Counseling/' aiid ''Ox^port unity 
for student to specialize in professional function (o.g-, evaluatdon, 
administration., etc.)/' Closely following these items were: ''Opportunity 
to specialize in type of disability/' and a series of items concornod 
with student activities. This Piiy indicate that ba.sed on the perceptions 
of the students and fpraduates, the RCE progi^ains are training gene:.:io 
rehabilitation counselors, and m£iy not be encouraging the p:irticination 
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in student activities. Finally, the moderately lovr ratings given to 
"RG2 prcgrara assiGxance to asoncy clinical practice supervisors^ V jnay 
indicate that the pro^Vi^'-^i'ts could he more concerned uith in-service 
.training of their support personnel. 

The j.teus that irere rated the highesl by bot-h ,?roups (T. e 3) were 
minly cli:rte: ;d in the areas of ^'Clinical Instruction/* and ''ROE Faculty/' 
In :CcVCt.T. it c n (-enorally be stated tli^at the students and graduates appor'.red 
to be bhe n>so s:itisri'.:d vrith the clinical yracticum experience, and this 
supports the <3ultt:, of earlier studiG^'S duxj.nv; t\\^. initial devela]x;.ent 
of the instri\7.?nts . The hirjliest ratin5s Here {^iven to "Ketenticn of 
students^*' and "Clifnit-cenbor therapy/* VJith respect to the latter 
clicnt"Cenb.;r therrri/y still aprccars to be the mrjor orqphasj.s of indivi- 
dual cou];-;>vvli'V'; strate:f:ios In iriost of the rehabilitation counr.elinrj; 
i:)ro*:;rai'S ^ Finally, although not as hl[ih as i^iost of those itej'is.» both 
responicnt rxoups indicated 'bhrat the *'Core Gurriculuja*' of the prograins 
vras more tlr.v.^ eulecpaate 

Conclusion 

Althou;;;;h provious research on Rehabilitation Counselor Siucation 
prosrams has su,5(5ested that they could be differentiated by either 
a vocational rj^-habilitation or counseling jpsychology orientation, the 
results of this siD?voy indicates the contra3:y* The consistency among 
the rcitin^s indicates £in ecxual emp'rj^isis in the present ECS progirams, 
inplying a counselor-coordinator model • Furthermore, the results clearly 
demonstrate that what students ipercoive as strengths and \;ea]cnes5es in 
their training proSira.RS do not ohange once tliey leci,ve, and tliis counter- 
indicates those: forr.or studies that have reported the occurrence of a 
'^reality shocJ--" ar^ong x^ekibilitati on coun':e]ing graducitesr 



Table 1 

Mean Ratines and Relative itaioks of RCE Subsoales as Evaluated by 
Ciarrent Students rand Graduates 





Studen ;s 




Gra.d.u3,tes 




Subocales 


] iGcin 


Rcvnk 






Clf\ LiTji ( r nr=i+,i '* j'h 1 on ) 


2.9 




2.7 


13 


Chrp^'i "-^A •""-Thn OT'i—/. •"nn ni ?itT?i t'l o?^ 




10*5 


3.0 


11. 


A 1*1*1 "1 r^'T! V' «^ 


3.6 

3.2 


2 

5 


3.5 
3.2 

3.2 


2 
6 

6 


A r»7i r! £^ ti *. "P^ 






3.1 


9 




3o5 




3*3 




Acaderlc Instruction (curriculum) 


3.5 


.3.5 


3A 


3 


Academic Instruction (comiseling) 


3.2 


7.5 


3-1 


9 


Non-Counceling Trcatraent Skills 


3.1 


10.5 


3.2 


6 


Indiv. Counselin^g Strategies 


3.2 


7.5 


3-1 


9 


Group Counseling Strategies 


, 2.7 


1^ 


2.5 


l/^ 


Emphaois on Sj^ecial Populations 


3.0 


12 


3.0 


11. 


Profcsnional and Co.minunity 
GontributiOiia 


3.9 


1 


• 3»8 


1 



Ratings; ExcGptionaliy adcciuate-5p More' than adov^uate-^, Ades]uatr;-3, 
HiniiTiilly adeq'uato-2, Inadenuate-1 



Table 2 

Mean Ratings and Relative Ranks of Items Rated Lowest by Cuan?ent 

Students and Graduates 



Students 



Grad\i?itos 



Scc!ln-3tuornt-.-- 

Interdiction v;j -h other students 

St\idfint oriianii atj.ons 

lionbsr.vhip in vofBssioTial 
cissociatloiir; 

Scaln-Gli.niv;: '1 Tnat:-: uct:; on 

Assistii.nce to iigjjicy suporvisor 

Sc'vle-'iC'dor li.c Pr o \t:u\ 

Disability srociali.:.- tiori 

SpiicialisjJ.tion in ro'vrib, 
function 

Renedi al rG;:;oi.irc.eK 

§£{lil!!z.^i:E!2Moi!±Lti-?. 
Student orr;ani3a Lions 
Scal e-I ^.:div, Gouii-nol in;\- Strabef-ies 
Trait factor 
Trancactioruiil 

■i.le -Group Go ..mc-cd. in.n; 
seeJving 
Family 
Encounter 



i-iean 



2.8 
2.7 
2.8 



2.9 



2.7 



2. if. 



2,6 

2.7 

2.8 
2.8 

2e6 

2.7 



2-. 8 

2.7 
2.8 



2.? 

2.6 
2.2 

2.6 



2.7 

2.7 
2.6 

2. a 

2.6 



12 



5.5 



.X. fl^ 



4 



10 

7 



1.5 
5.5 
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RatiniiSJ Exceptionally aJ,equaba--5j, Koro t!mn aderi\ia.to-^l'r Adc'iuato -3, 
iliniaally adoQii'i.ue-2.< Inadoqiata--! 



Table 3 

Mean Ratings and Relativa Ranl<:3 of Items Rated the Highest by 
Civrrent Students and Graduates 



Students 



Graduates 



Iteras 



Goi?.p-j.'>iLe 
Fiank 



ERIC 



Facility and profosnlonal leadershix> 

Rehab. Gouna<:>lin3 potential 
rxorp:*cur satisractio^. w/f.^tulont3 
In'-.eracbion u/stud. utf^ in prosrara 
Retention of stud.ent'3 
Sc^ile-G15 nlcal Inr'::^"ur:tiori 
General off ectivenoss 
Effective knOiflodi.VB o: ski3,ls 
Effective rel'ab, practices 
E>:posu:':e to agencies 
Extent of -Experience 
Qmlity of Ex]>3rience 
Agency ex- -^p, with RGE 
Apr: • lOoS of sites 

Sc. J , . . JiMLi^^^SSSB 
Relevance of core 
Scaae-RCE Faculty 
QxKilifica.tion3 
Gredentia.lG a Contributions 
Voc. Iiehab. orientation 
Moral t'c job satisfv-iction 



3.9 

3.7 
3.6 
3.8 
3.9 

3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.9 
3.6 
3.7 
3.7 

3.6 

3. a 
3.9 



3.0 



3,u 



3.6 

3.9 

3^9 

3..6 
3.6 
3.5 
3.7 
3.8 

3.7' 
3.6 
3.6 

3-5 

3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.5 



10 

14 

20 
3«5 
1.5 

1/i 
14 

17.5 

10 

3.5 

7 

1^. 
14 

19 



7 

17c5 



Table 3 (oont.) 



Students 



Graduates 



Items 



I'iean 



Cor;'oor,:lto 



Acessibility to students 
C 1 i e ] 1 1 - c e nt e X* 0 d i i er a py 



3.7 



3.9 



3.7 



!.9 



3.0 



1.5 



Ratinr-:35 ^j-Uxca: •>tj.o:mlJ.y adooiiatej ^l-Uors tlicui cid.eq uorbo , 3--''-(f-t''l>^i't'Ci, Z-Ulrd^ially 
ciclequa.e» l-Inadequate 



